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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Regarding claim 1 , the phrase "of the type" renders the claim(s) indefinite because the 
claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed (those encompassed by "of the type"), thereby 
rendering the scope of the claim(s) unascertainable. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "it" in line 4, "an open cross-section" in line 8, and "their 
respective longitudinal edges" in line 10. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation 
in the claim. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "said side walls" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "an open cross-section" in line 2 and "their edges" in line 3. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "an open cross-section" in line 2, "their edges" in line 3, "its 
free edge" in line 5, and "it" in line 7. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. 
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Claim 7 recites the limitation "an open cross-section" in line 2, "their edges" in line 3, "its 
free edge" in line 5, and "it" in line 7. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. 

Claim 8 recites the limitation "it" in line 5. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

Claim 9 recites the limitation "it" in line 5. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "an open cross-section" in line 2 and "a closed cross- 
section" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "that end" in line 3 and "said transverse demolding 
direction" in lines 3-4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "that end" in line 3 and "said longitudinal demolding 
direction" in lines 3-4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 13 recites the limitation "said side walls" in line 2, "a crossbeam" in line 5, and 
"their ends" in line 5. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 14 recites the limitation "it" in line 1, "the second end" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 15 recites the limitation "it" in line 1, "the second end" in line 3, "it" in line 4. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 16 recites the limitation "which anchoring flatbars" in line 3, "the mentioned 
frame" in line 4, and "the automotive vehicle" in line 4. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1 and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Wich (6,276,739). 

Wich discloses the claimed invention including a support crossbeam 2 for an instrument 
panel adapted to be assembled between to side elements 31, the crossbeam can be an aluminum 
alloy and integrating several anchoring and supporting configurations (Figure 4). The crossbeam 
is formed by a single part extending between first and second ends comprising a general profile 
with an open cross-section with first and second tubular portions 3, 4 with a closed cross-section. 
Each portion in a respective one of the first and second ends. The general profile with the open 
cross-section including at least one intermediate portion with spaced opposite walls and a 
connecting wall (Figure 2). The opposite walls 20 defining together with the connecting wall 21 
a substantially depressed U-shaped cross-section profile. 

For claims 10-12, the crossbeam 2 includes through holes (Figures 2-4). Furthermore, it 
should be noted that the patentability of a product does not depend on its method of production. 
If the product in the product-by-process claim is the same as or obvious from a product of the 
prior art, the claim is unpatentable even though the prior product was made by a different process 
(MPEP2113). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

7. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wich as 
applied above in view of DE '181. 

Wich lacks the opposite walls being upper and lower walls and the connecting wall being 
a bottom wall with waviness and a groove therein. DE '181 teaches a crossbeam with an upper 
wall, a lower wall, and a bottom wall. The bottom wall of DE '181 has waviness with a 
longitudinal groove to provide for a hole for the passage of a fixing element therein. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
provided a crossbeam shape and waviness configuration as taught by DE '181 for the crossbeam 
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of Wich in order to allow the crossbeam to have improves structural integrity and allow a fixing 
element to be connected to a bottom thereof 

8. Claims 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wich as 
applied above in view of Shikata et al. (6,641,195). 

Wich lacks L-shaped anchoring flatbars as recited. Shikata et al. teach a crossbeam 18 
(Figure 3) with anchoring flatbars 34, 35. The flatbar 34 is generally L-shaped. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have provided L-shaped anchoring flatbars as taught by Shikata et al. for the 
crossbeam of Wich in order to better secure the crossbeam to the side elements of the frame of 
the vehicle. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 5-9 and 13-15 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hilary Gutman whose telephone number is 571-272-6662. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenn Dayoan can be reached on 571-272-6659. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 

like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 

information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Hilary Gutman/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3612 



